REMARKS 

This Amendment is being resubmitted in response to the Notice of Non-Compliant 
Amendment mailed February 12, 2004. The undersigned thanks the Examiner for withdrawing 
the previous prior art rejections. 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 7-1 1 and 22 have been rejected as being obvious over Mokerji in view of 
Takemura. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Claims 1 and 22 have been amended to recite "a windable, polymeric base material" 
wherein the term "windable" is supported by Figure 4 of the specification. The base material of 
Mokerji, i.e., substrate 18 or polymeric layer 20, is not a windable base material. Takemura 
relates to a reflector for circular polarized antenna and has been relied upon by the Examiner for 
teaching that a reflector could be coated with a weather resistance layer. Takemura too does not 
fill the gaps in Mokerji as it relates to "a windable, polymeric base material." A prima facie case 
of obviousness requires that the prior art should teach or suggest the claimed invention as a 
whole. The obviousness rejection over Mokerji in view of Takemura should be withdrawn 
because the prior art would not have taught or suggested the claimed invention as a whole to 
persons of ordinary skill in this art. 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 7-1 1 and 22 have been rejected as being obvious over Fujita in view of 
Nakanishi. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Fujita is a 102(e) prior art with an effective filing date of May 24, 1999. The pending 
application in the U.S. is a national phase of PCT/JP99/07237 filed on December 22, 1999. 
Fujita is not prior art because the inventor has established by a Rule 131 Declaration that the date 
of invention of the claims rejected over Fujita is prior to May 24, 1999. Note that 35 USC 
104(a)(1) permits an applicant to "establish a date of invention by reference to knowledge or use 
thereof, or other activity with respect thereto, in a foreign country ... [which] is a WTO member 
country ... ." The invention of the claims rejected over Fujita occurred in Japan, which was a 
WTO member country as of May 24, 1999, because Japan has been a WTO member country 
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since January 1, 1995. Enclosed herewith is a Declaration under Rule 131 to establish a date of 
invention prior to May 24, 1999. 

In this case, there are two ways to establish a prior date of invention: (a) by showing a 
reduction to practice prior to May 24, 1999 or (b) by showing conception prior to May 24, 1999 
coupled with due diligence from just prior to May 24, 1999 to a subsequent reduction to practice 
or to the filing of PCT/JP99/07237 filed on December 22, 1999. The inventor has established a 
prior date of invention by the former way. 

The requirements for Rule 131 to antedate a reference are explained in MPEP 715.07. In 
particular, MPEP 715.07 states, "The essential thing to be shown under 37 CFR 1.131 is priority 
of invention and this may be done by any satisfactory evidence of the fact. FACTS, not 
conclusions, must be alleged." [Capitals in original.] 

Furthermore, please note that MPEP 715.02 states: 

If the affidavit contains facts showing a completion of the 
invention commensurate with the extent of the invention as 
claimed is shown in the reference or activity, the affidavit or 
declaration is sufficient, whether or not it is a showing of the 
identical disclosure of the reference or the identical subject matter 
involved in the activity. See In re Wakefield, 422 F.2d 897, 164 
USPQ 636 (CCPA 1970). 

The inventor on the pending application is Kenji HAT ADA. The inventor of JP 10- 
17841 1 and JP 1 1-141 180, which were filed prior to May 24, 1999, is also the same Kenji 
HATADA. Both JP 10-178411 and JP 11-141180 include almost the same working examples as 
Example 1 of the pending application. See attached English translations of some of the working 
examples of JP 10-178411 and JP 11-141180 and compare with Example 1 of this application. 

The Examiner has applied Fujita to show that Fujita in view of Nakanishi disclose the 
inventions of claims 1, 2, 5, 7-11 and 22. Example I of the present appHcation supports claims 
1, 2, 5, 7-11 and 22. The counterpart examples of JP 10-178411 and JP 11-141180 that are 
similar to Example 1 of the present application were obviously reduced to practice prior to May 
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24, 1999, because JP 10-178411 and JP 11-141180 were filed prior to May 24, 1999. Thus, the 
counterpart examples of JP 10-17841 1 and JP 11-141180 that are similar to Example 1 of the 
present application prove that the inventions of claims 1, 2, 5, 7-11 and 22 were reduced to 
practice prior to May 24, 1999, by Mr. HAT ADA, who is also the sole inventor on JP 10-178411 
and JP 11-141180. Therefore, the enclosed Rule 131 Declaration of Mr. HATADA proves that 
the inventions of claims 1, 2, 5, 7-1 1 and 22 antedate Fujita because it contains^cr^ showing a 
completion of the invention commensurate with the extent of the invention as claimed. Note that 
JP 10-178411 and JP 11-141180 have been used in the Rule 131 Declaration as the underlying 
FACTS to support the assertion of Mr. HATADA that the inventions of claims 1, 2, 5, 7-1 1 and 
22 were reduced to practice prior to May 24, 1999. 

In the event that the transmittal letter is separated from this document and the Patent and 
Trademark Office determines that an extension and/or other relief is required, applicant petitions 
for any required relief including extensions of time and authorizes the Conraiissioner to charge 
the cost of such petitions and/or other fees due in connection with the filing of this document to 
Deposit Account No. 03-1952 , reference No. 360842007400 . However, the Commissioner is 
not authorized to charge the cost of the issue fee to the Deposit Account. 




Morrison & FoersterLLP 
1650 Tysons Boulevard 
Suite 300 

McLean, Virginia 22102 
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